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Mail Stop Amendments 
Commissioner for Patents 
P, O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



March 30, 2006 



RESPONSE TO NON-FINAL OFFICE ACTION 



Sin 

In response to the Official Action mailed September 30, 2005, please consider the 
following remarks. 



Amendments to the Specification begin on page 2 of this paper. 
Amendments to the Claims arc reflected in the listing of claims that begins on page 3 of 
this paper. 

Remarks/Arguments begin on page 1 1 of this paper. 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING G7 CFR i.8a> 



I hereby certify that this Response to Restriction Requirement, along with any paper referred to as being attached or 
enclosed, is being deposited with the United Sjatc* Postal Service with sufficient postage as first class mail in an 
envelope addressed to: Commissioner for^epC^ ?. O. 80x^450, Alexandria, V A 223 1 3- 1 450 on the date shown 
below. 




Specification 



Applicants have provided a Substitute Figure 18. fa the originally filed Figure 18, 
several nucleotides in two of the listed sequences was inadvertently misplaced. For the sequence 
identified as 9-1 1, a C was inadvertently placed at the first 5* position in the last column labeled 
S 1 . The C should be in the column labeled L3. 

In the sequence identified as 9-4, an A was inadvertently placed in the last 3* position of 
the first column labeled SI , The A should be the first 5' position in the column labeled LI . In 
addition, a U was inadvertently placed at the first 5* position in the last column labeled SI . The 
U should be in the column labeled L3. 

Substitute Figure 18 corrects these misalignments. The Applicants respectfully request 
that substitute Figure 1 8 be herewith entered 

Restriction Requirement 

Applicants acknowledge the Examiner's rejection of Applicants* grounds of traversal 
with respect to Group IV. 

In the Office Action response of February 2, 2004, Applicants stated that "Suggesting 
that an experimental setting is a materially different method from the therapeutic use is a 
suggestion that an in vitro model is a wholly different invention from the disease it is 
modeling.. - In this case, an in situ hybridization is nothing more than a research model of what 
occurs in the blood stream in vivo" Applicants wish to clarify this statement by indicating that 
the statement was not meant to suggest that methods describing in vitro diagnostic applications 
should be viewed as describing or enabling methods of in vivo therapeutic applications. 
Applicants refer the Examiner to the Office Action response filed on March 23, 2006 in related 
case 10/155,233 for Applicants* views on this issue. 

Applicants believe no further fees are due with this response. Should the Examiner 
determine otherwise, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to debit any required fee from 
Deposit Account 1 1-0980. 
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Sherry M, Knowles SH,1<P{ 
Registration No. 33,052 
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